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Remarks 

Reconsideration of this Application is respectfully requested. 

Upon entry of the foregoing amendment, claims 1-6, 8-18, 20-30, 32-38, 40-52, 
54-66, 68-70 and 97-99 are pending in the application, with claims 1, 9, 21, 33, 43, 57 
and 97-99 being the independent claims. Claims 7, 19, 31, 39, 53, 67 and 71-96 are 
sought to be cancelled without prejudice to or disclaimer of the subject matter therein. 
Claims 1, 9, 21, 33, 40, 43, 54, 57, 68 are sought to be amended. New claims 97-99 are 
sought to be added. These changes are believed to introduce no new matter, and their 
entry is respectfully requested. 

Based on the above amendment and the following remarks, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider all outstanding objections and 
rejections and that they be withdrawn. 
Restriction Requirement 

The Examiner has issued required restriction to one of the following inventions: 

I. Claims 1-70, which the Examiner stated are drawn to synchronizing 
controllers, classified in class 370, subclass 254 and class 340, subclass 
286.02; 

II. Claims 71-96, which the Examiner stated are drawn to transferring 
control from a controller to a server, classified in class 709, subclasses 
203 and 248. 

In response to the Examiner's restriction requirement, Applicant hereby elects 
without traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, represented by claims 1-70. By 
virtue of the foregoing amendment, Applicant has cancelled claims 71-96 of Group II 
without prejudice to or disclaimer of the subject matter recited therein. Applicant hereby 
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expressly reserves the right to file a divisional application directed to such subject 
matter. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant gratefully acknowledges the Examiner's indication that claims 7, 19, 
31, 39-40, 42, 53, 54. 56, 67, 68 and 70 would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

In response, Applicant has amended independent claim 1 to include the features 
of dependent claim 7, independent claim 9 to include the features of dependent claim 19, 
independent claim 21 to include the features of dependent claim 31, independent claim 
33 to include the features of dependent claim 39, independent claim 43 to include the 
features of dependent claim 53, independent claim 57 to include the features of 
dependent claim 67. In accordance with the foregoing amendments, Applicant has also 
changed the dependency of claims 40, 54, and 68 and cancelled claims 7, 19, 31, 39, 53 
and 67. Consequently, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-6, 8-18, 20-30, 32- 
38, 40-52, 54-66, 68-70 have been placed in condition for allowance. 

Applicants have also added new claim 97, which includes all the features of 
independent claim 33 and dependent claims 41 and 42, new claim 98, which includes all 
the features of independent claim 43 and dependent claims 55 and 56, and new claim 99, 
which includes all the features of independent claim 57 and dependent claims 69 and 70. 
Consequently, Applicant respectfully submits that new claims 97-99 are also in condition 
for allowance. 

It should be noted that Applicant has made the foregoing amendments merely to 
expedite allowance of the claims of the present application, and that the filing of such 
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amendments does not indicate acquiescence to the merits of the Examiner's prior art 
rejections. Applicant hereby expressly reserves the right to pursue any of the previously 
rejected claims in a continuation application. 
Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 102 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-6, 8-10, 14-18, 20, 21, 25-30, 32-38, 41, 43, 
44, 48-52, 55, 57, 61-66 and 69 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2006/0020353 Al to Gonzales et al ("Gonzales"). 

Applicant has amended independent claims 1, 9, 21, 33, 43 and 57 to include the 
features of dependent claims 7, 19, 31, 39, 53 and 67, respectively, which were identified 
as being patentable over the art of record by the Examiner. Thus, these claims are in 
condition for allowance. Dependent claims 2-6, 8, 10, 14-18, 20, 25-30, 32, 34-38, 41, 
44, 48-52, 55, 61-66 and 69 are also in condition for allowance by virtue of their 
dependency from these independent claims. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
requests that the rejection of claims 1-6, 8-10, 14-18, 20, 21, 25-30, 32-38, 41, 43, 44, 
48-52, 55, 57, 61-66 and 69 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 

Claims 11-13, 22, 23, 45-47, 58 and 59 

The Examiner has rejected claims 11-13, 22, 23, 45-47, 58 and 59 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious in view of Gonzales. As noted above, Applicant has 
amended independent claims 9, 21, 43 and 57 to include the features of dependent claims 
19, 31, 53 and 67, respectively, which were identified as being patentable over the art of 
record by the Examiner. Dependent claims 11-13, 22, 23, 45-47, 58 and 59 are now in 
condition for allowance by virtue of their dependency from these independent claims. 
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Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 11-13, 22, 23, 
45-47, 58 and 59 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
Claims 24 and 60 

The Examiner has rejected claims 24 and 60 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
obvious over Gonzales in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0243694 
to Weast ("Weast"). As noted above, Applicant has amended independent claims 21 and 
57 to include the features of dependent claims 31 and 67, respectively, which were 
identified as being patentable over the art of record by the Examiner. Dependent claims 
24 and 60 are now in condition for allowance by virtue of their dependency from these 
independent claims. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of 
claims 24 and 60 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
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Conclusion 



All of the stated grounds of objection and rejection have been properly traversed, 
accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the 
Examiner reconsider all presently outstanding objections and rejections and that they be 
withdrawn. Applicant believes that a full and complete reply has been made to the 
outstanding Office Action and, as such, the present application is in condition for 
allowance. If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will 
expedite prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the 
undersigned at the number provided. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment and Reply is respectfully 
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requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 




;SSLER, GOLDSTEIN & FOX PX.L.C. 



Thomas C. Fiala 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 43,610 
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